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consciously urbane commentariat who could never live somewhere so vacuous. According to one newspaper journalist, the religious fascists who attacked Paris in November 2015 were at heart suburban, exhibiting contempt for the diversity and heterogeneity of the sophisticated metropolis because it upset their reactionary world view. 1 And the transatlantic celebrityhistorian Simon Schama, appearing on BBC Television's Question Time in October 2015, denounced a critic of unfettered refugee migration to Europe for turning away his 'suburban face' to human tragedy. 2 Can a suburbanite possibly find the wherewithal to bounce back from such criticism? Sadly, there is no great volume of historical literature to give them much inspiration, and more recent scholarship offers little that is truly revisionist.
Back in 2006,
The New Suburban History called for a more nuanced understanding of the forces and experiences that shaped modern American suburbia, local, regional and national. 3 Yet some of its chapter titles belied the continuities from the anti-suburban perspectives of earlier urban historians: 'marketing the free market' or 'how hell moved from the city to the suburbs' or 'suburban growth and its discontents'. In that sense the new suburban history was not really that new at all.
Two of these three books can be situated within this new suburban history and its underlying scepticism towards suburbia. They are certainly fine examples of historical scholarship, and they represent two different ways of looking at the history of American suburbia. Hence they add to the now rapidly growing body of suburban studies. Friedman is a historian, who is critical but insightful in his conspiracy-theory analysis of the postwar Northern Virginia suburbs of the nation's capital. Lewinnek, an expert in American Studies, has written a revealing history of the diversity and legacy of suburban Chicago between 1860 and 1920, although the problems of suburbanisation are never far from the surface. And Ross, Page 2 of 6 who to be fair to him is no historian, and certainly no expert when it comes to understanding Middle America, hates suburbanisation and wishes it had never happened.
As its unwieldy subtitle implicitly suggests, Covert Capital is sometimes a difficult read. Ultimately, the unwitting testimony of each of these books is that a powerful suburban aspiration, a desire to drive the car and live in a home in the sprawl, has transitioned from the industrial to the post-industrial era. And in the Global South, in some ways taking its cues from the earlier experiences of the industrialised North, many affluent households choose not to live downtown but in burgeoning new suburban communities. Yet the positive lessons for them, and for anyone anywhere who lives in a suburb or who wishes to do so, are still relatively absent from recent histories of suburbanisation.
Both Covert Capital and The Working Man's Reward offer fresh insights but also familiar criticisms into the nature and consequences of suburbanisation. In this they will be useful to third and fourth year undergraduates of urban history with an interest in the American suburban past. Postgraduate students in American Studies, architectural and urban history will also find the books of interest. They also deserve to be discussed in local history circles in their respective regions. Dead End will probably make a fairly conventional contribution to university courses on architecture, planning and urban policy in the USA wherever the critiquing of suburbanisation is on the reading list. It will do little, however, to satisfy the interests of historians and other students of the past who seek to understand a range of positive experiences that do not suit the current urban agenda of sustainable growth.
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